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Phillip Christopher Hughey OFFICE OF GFH'^R/.i 
Offioe ofthe General Counsel COUiS'Stl 
Federal Election Commission 
^ 9 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20463 

7i . RE: M U R #6375: RESPONSE from the Independence Caucus to complaint against the 
9 Independence Caucus and its Treasurer Frank Anderson, filed by Karen Emily Hyer 

7 
n To the General Counsel's Office; Jeff Jordan, Kim Collins, et al.: 
3"' 
f In response to the complaint MUR 6375; The Independenoe Caucus (FEC ID C00461764), a 
^ non-connected PAC, has not violated FEC laws, rules, and regulations as alleged; with the sole 

excq>tion of late filing; and presents the following demonstration in writing that no action should 
be taken against the Indqpendence Caucus PAC and/or myself, Frank Anderson, as Treasurer. 

Background Informatioii: 

1 - The Independence Caucus received notice of this complaint via US Mail on Friday 
September 24*, 2010 

2 - The Independence Caucus is a non-profit coiporation, incorporated in the state of Utah, 
engaged in research, education, and citizen activist training activities. These activities include 
vetting and endorsing candidates for public office; all of which were conducted by volunteers in 
compliance with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act'O* 

3 - In addition, the Indq>endence Caucus has created a non-connected 527 PAC, 'The 
Indqpendence Caucus PAC", which as of the last reported filing period ending Jtme 30*, 2010 
was never used for any puipose, and which never solicited or received donations, and which 
never expended any money, and which never made any donations directly or indirectly to any 
other PAC or federal candidates. 

4 - Activity for the PAC did begin for the first time in Sqptember, 2010, and will be accurately 
reported in the 3̂ ^ quarter report which is due by October 15* 2010. 

5 - Beginning on Page 2 of 5, under the heading of FEC VIOT.ATTnNS BY THF. 
INDEPENDENCE CAUCUS, the complainant lists a series of allegations. Those allegations 
are oopied in the enclosed "Appendix A": wherein we have numbered them sequentially for 
reference puiposes. 
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Specific responses to alleged FEC violations: 

Allegations #la & lb. foaee 2 of 5. MUR 6375. sec attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: As treasurer, I, Frank Anderson, did file the 2°̂  quarter report after the filing deadline 
of July and I have filed other quarterly reports after their respective filing dea |̂bes. 

Mitigating circumstances: The responsibility fidls completely on myself, Frank Anderson, for 
missing the filing deadlines; however it should be noted that the PAC has been a dormant PAC 
with no activity having transpired up through June 30* 2010; and further that when all quarterly 

P reports were filed they accurately reported that there was no activity for the PAC in those 
quarters. As such, there has been no intent to hide or withhold information from the FEC or fi:om 

^ any other individual or organization. 

ro Note: Activity for the PAC did begin for the first time in September, 2010, and will be 
^ accurately reported in the 3"* quarter report which is due by October 15* 2010. The 3"* quarter 
^ report and will be filed on time; and all subsequent filings will be made in a timely manner. 

Nl 

Allegation #2. (page 2 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: In all instances, the described activities were undertaken and performed by the non
profit Independence Caucus coiporation, not by the Independence Caucus PAC; 

In all instances, the described activities undertaken by the non-profit coiporation were in 
compliance with the Act. 

In all instances, these activities were either performed by individuals who were volunteering 
then: uncompensated personal services (100.74.) and/or or they were individuals engaging in 
uncompensated intemet activities in compliance with the act (100.94). 

In all instances, no purchases or payments for public communications were made, and no 
purchases or rental payments for e-mail address lists were made, and no email lists were ever 
given or transferred to a political committee (100.94(e). 

In all cases, all activities undertaken were in complete accordance with the guidelines expressed 
in tiie *TEC Qtizens Guide Brochure: Published in February 2004, Updated January 2009" 
which states: 'Tersonal Services: An individual may help candidates and committees by 
volimteering personal services. For example, you may want to take part in a voter drive or offer 
your skills to a politica] committee. Your services are not considered contributions as long as 
you are not paid by anyone." 

In all cases, no volunteers have ever been compensated for fheir activities on behalf of any 
candidates by the Independence Caucus or by any other entity or political committee. 
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AUegation #3. fpage 2 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel: 

Response: Categorically denied. The FEC rqport(s) cited do not contain false information. 

Allegation #4â  4b. 4c. 4d. 4e. 4f. 4g. 4h. 4L 4i. 4k. 4L. 4m. and 4n (beginning on page 2 of 5 
and continuing through page 3 of 5. MUR 6375. see attacfaed Appendix A for referencel: 

Response: In all instances, all of the statements and allegations contained in these 13 paragraphs 
^ are activities that were undertaken and performed by the non-profit Indqpendence Caucus 
H corporation, not by the Independence Caucus PAC; 
op 
^ In all instances, these activities undertaken by the non-profit corporation were in compliance 
1̂  with the Act. 

^ In all instances, these activities were either perfonned by individuals who were volunteering his 
© or her uncompensated personal services (100.74.) and/or they were individuals engaging in 
^ uncompensated intemet activities in compliance with the act (100.94). 
^i 

In all instances, no purchases or payments for public commumcations were made, and no 
purchases or rental payments for e-mail address lists were made, and no email listed were ever 
given or transferred to a poUtical committee (100.94(e). 

In all cases, all activities undertaken were in complete accordance with the guidelines expressed 
in tiie "FEC Citizens Guide Brochure: Published in Februaiy 2004, Updated Januaiy 2009" 
which states: "Personal Services: An individual may help candidates and committees by 
volunteering personal services. For example, you may want to take part in a voter drive or offer 
your skills to a political conmiittee. Your services are not considered contributions as long as 
you are not paid by anyone." 

In all cases, no volunteers have ever been compensated for their activities on behalfof any 
candidates by the Independence Caucus or by any other entity or political coinmittee. 

In all instances, any reference to fimdraising is in relation to fimdraising for the Independence 
Caucus non-profit corporation; no fimdraising was solicited or received for the Independence 
Caucus PAC, and no fimdraising was solicited or received for any other political cominittees or 
candidate committees. 

In all instances, if any donations have ever been solicited for or made to any federal candidate at 
any event hosted by tiie Independence Caucus non-profit coiporation, those donations were 
solicited by the candidates themselves and made by individual attendees who donated durectly to 
the Candidate. 
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Allegation #5. (page 3 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: This paragraph contains allegations about several different events, and one in 
particular has to be addressed separately fix)m the others. 

In regards specifically .|!0.iuiy references to the "Meet and Greet" event held in Washington DC 
fix>m Sqptember 9* through Sqptember 12* 2010; our response is that all of the Federal 
candidates who participated in that event were chaiged and paid a fee to the Independence 
Caucus non-profit corpomtion to pay for all services and expenses of that event. Accordingly, 
any and all expenditures for that event were paid for by the candidates, and tiius were not 

N contributions in any way. 

^ In regards to all other events referenced in this paragrq)h, our response is exactiy the same as the 
^ response to allegations 4a through 4n that were dted above. 
Nl 

Allegation #6. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Jĵ  Response: This is not correct. The "Big Stick Tea party" was organized by the non-profit 
Independence C!)aucus corporatipn, not by the Independence Caucus PAC; and this activity 
undertaken by the non-profit corporation was in compliance with the Act. 

In its entirety, the "Big Stick Tea party** was and is a legitimate exercise of firee speech and 
protest to our elected officials. Accordingly, the activity was not connected to election activity. 

Allegation #7. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: This allegation is paitiy a statement of true fact ttiat is not in violation of FEC rules; 
and the balance of the allegation is not correct, i.e: 

The complainant states that "Independence Caucus volunteers are spending their own money to 
promote the organization" which is a factual statement that is not in violation of FEC rules. As 

. unpaid volunteers, some of our members have indeed expended their own money to promote our 
non-profit organization; because they believe in the mission of the Indqpendence Caucus non
profit corporation, and are willing to support that mission financially; which is not a violation of 
any laws or FEC rules. 

However, the complainant fiirther states in the same sentence that "Indqpendence Caucus 
volunteers are spending their own money to.. .help candidates" which is false. We are not aware 
of any Independence Caucus member or volunteer who is spending money or ha spent money to 
help candidates in connection with any non-profit Indqpendence Caucus activities, nor has any 
Indqpendence Caucus member or volunteer been asked to do so, or directed to do, or encouraged 
to do so on behalf of any candidate, PAC, or campaign committee. 

In addition, in all instances where an Indqpendence Caucus member or volunteer has spent "their 
own money to promote the organization", the expenditure was initiated and performed by 
individual volunteeis on behalf of the non-profit Independence Caucus corporation, and not on 
behalf of the Indqpendence Caucus PAC; 
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Allegation #8. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: This is not coirect. The production and sale of yard signs was conducted by the 
Indqpendence Caucus non-profit corporation as a vendor, selling individually printed signs fi>r 
$8 each to individual buyers. 

^vCif-, 

Unlike normal sign print runs, the printing was done witii a digital printer which allowed 
individuals to purchase and print 1 single sign at a time, and this technology allowed each sign to 
be individually personalized at the time of printing with the specific name of a candidate chosen 
by the individual purchaser, and with an individual personalized disclaimer notice stating "Paid 

1̂  for by (the name of the individual)" 
OQ 

rvj The intent of tiiis venture was to make the sale of individual personalized signs into a profit 
^ center for the Independence Caucus non-profit corporation, but the venture failed to catch on 
^ with the public and failed to be profitable and was abandoned after only 55 signs were sold. 

Q In addition, the sale of the signs did not require reporting for the following reasons: 

H 1 - No sale of signs for any single candidate reached or exceeded the $200 reporting limit. 

2" The most signs tfaat were sold for any one candidate was 20 signs, for a total sale price of 
$160.00 and those 20 signs were boû t and paid for by the candidates campaign, so that sale 
was a purchased expense paid for by the candidate and not a donation fix)m any individuals. 

3 - Other than the $160.00 purchase by the candidate referenced above, no other individual(s) 
spent more than $80 on any sign purchase for a candidate. 

Allegation #9. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: This is not correct. The Independence Caucus PAC does not have a website and does 
not send mass emails. 

All websites and mass emails described in this paragraph are operated and utilized by the non
profit Independence Caucus corporation. 

In all instances, these websites operated by the non-profit coiporation are in compliance with the 
Act, which excludes communications over the Internet, excqpt for advertisements placed on 
anotiier person's website. (100.26) 

No intemet advertising has ever been purchased by the Independence Caucus non-profit 
corporation, and no paid intemet advertisements have ever been placed (100.26) 
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Allegation #10. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: In all instances, the activities referenced were undertaken and perfomied by the non
profit Independence Caucus corporation, not by the Independence Caucus PAC; 

In all instances, these activities undert§|iLen by the non-profit coiporation were in compliance 
withtheAct. 

In all instances, any reference to fimdraising is in relation to fundraising for the Independenoe 
Caucus non-profit corporation. No fundraising was solicited or received for the Independence 

^ Caucus PAC, and no fundiaising was solicited or received by the Independence Caucus for any 
^ other political committees or candidate committees. 

«T In all instances, if any donations have ever been solicited for or made to any federal candidate at 
Nl any event hosted by tiie Independence Caucus non-profit corporation, those donations were 
^ solicited by the candidates themselves and made by individual attendees who donated directiy to 
^ the Candidate. 
Nl 
H In all instances, these activities were either performed by individuals who were volunteering his 

or her uncompensated personal services (100.74.) and/or they were individuals engaging in 
uncompensated intemet activities in compliance with the act (100.94). 

In all instances, no purchases or payments for public communications were made, and no 
purchases or rental payments for e-mail address lists were madê  and no email listed were ever 
given or transferred to a political committee (100.94(e). 

In all cases, all activities undertaken were in complete accoidance with the guidelines expressed 
in tiie "FEC Qtizens Guide Brochure: Published in February 2004, Updated January 2009" 
which states: "Personal Services: An individual may help candidates and committees by 
volunteering personal services. For example, you may want to take part in a voter drive or offer 
your skills to a political committee. Your services are not considered contributions as long as 
you are not paid by anyone." 

In all cases, no volunteers have ever been compensated for their activities on behalf of any 
candidates by tfae Independence Caucus or any otfaer entity or political committee. 

Statement #12. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: Tfais is a fiictual statement, witfa no allegation made and no response is needed. 
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Allegation #11. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel: 

Response: Categorically denied. Tfae news article that is cited by the complainant as the basis 
for tfais allegation is inconect on several counts, and eitiier tfae autfaor or tfae autfaor's sources for 
tfais story have made their own incorrect conclusions. 

The author of tfais story states inconectly that".. .the tea party coalitions in several states 
(including in Micfaigan) operate in strategic paitnersfaip witfa an organization set up specifically 
as a Political Action Cominittee." 

1̂  In fact, tfae Independence Caucus was set up specifically as a non-profit corporation to conduct 
research, education, and citizen activist training activities wfaicfa include vetting and endorsing 

^ candidates for public office. Tfae reason otfaer organizations tfaat approve of our candidate vetting 
^ and endorsement process encourage tfaeir members to paiticipate in our process, is because we 
jhr) faave not applied for 501 c tax exempt status fix>m tiie IRS, wfaidi allows our oiganization to 
^ exercise our fi:ee speecfa right to endorse candidates. 

m 
Nl 
*̂  Allegation #13. (page 4 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

r 
Response: It is factual tfaat Ken Ivoiy is now one of tfae state endorsed candidates &om Utafa. 
We do not understand wfaat tfae nature of this allegation is. Ken Ivory's choice to leave tiie 

' Indqpendence Caucus non-profit corporation in order to devote time to running for office has no 
connection witfa FEC regulations tfaat we can conceive of 
It is also factual tfaat Monte Bateman cfaose to leave tfae Indqpendence Caucus non-profit 
corporation in order to create and run a for-profit organization called iPoliticom. 

However, tfae allegation tfaat fais doing so "allows iPoliticom to act as a direct support system for 
tfae Independence Caucus" is categorically denied and we believe it to be nonsensical for tfae 
following reasons: 

1 - iPoliticom, if viable and functioning, sells tfaeu: consulting services to candidates, and neitfaer 
tfae Independence Caucus non-profit coiporation or tfae Independence Caucus PAC are 
candidates, tfaerefore it does not make sense tfaat iPoliticom's activities would provide any 
systemic support to our organization. 

2 - iPoliticom's services are an expense to candidates, and tfae Independence Caucus doesn't 
benefit in any way or receive any system support wfaen and if a candidate expends money on 
political consulting services. 

In addition to tfae nonsensical nature of tfae allegation, iPoliticom as an entity appears to be 
defunct or dormant, and no director or treasurer of tfae Independence Caucus faas faad any contact 
witfa Monte Bateman since April of 2010. 
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Allegation #15. (page 5 of 5. MUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for referencel; 

Response: The allegations contained in the complainants section titled "Conclusion" are 
categorically denied. 

Additional Relevant Information; 

All of the complainants appendix attacfaments are factual, and actually do not support tfae 
fĵ  complainants allegations, as it appears tfaat tfae complamant is eitfaer unaware tfaat we are a non-
ni profit oiganization; and/or was misled by the inaccurate news reporting as explained above in 
^ our response to allegation #11 and faas added tfaose appendix attachments in the mistaken belief 
^ that they represent activity of a PAC, wfaen in reality tiiey represent the activities of our non-
^ profit coiporation. 

sr However, one set ofthe complainant's attachments does apply to actual PAC activity, and we 
have attacfaed copies of tfaose relevant attachments as our Appendix B 

That set of attachments refers to the first ever activity for the PAC tfaat we have engaged in, and 
that activity began in September, 2010, and will be accurately reported in compliance with FEC 
rules witfain the 3"̂  quarter report filing which is due by October 15*, 2010. 

(The balance of this paĝ  is intentionally left blank) 
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Conclusion of response; 

Nl 

^• 
fn 

The complainants conclusions are based on the incorrect allegations tfaat were made tfarougihout 
tfae complaint, and it is our conclusion tfaat tfae complainant must be eitfaer unaware tiiat we are a 
non-profit organization; and/or was misled by the inaccuratê iews reporting as explained above 
in our response to allegation #11. 

In addition, there are numerous references througjhout tfae complainant's allegations to '*seed 
money" and negative inferences such as **tip of tfae iceberg", "coordination", "irresponsible", and 
"boasting" witfa tfae overall intent to convince tfae FEC tfaat our organization's activities ŝ ear to 
be a giant money laundering scfaeme for candidates. We categorically deny and reject tfaose 
inferences and characterizations. 

Our non-profit organization is a 100% volunteer organization, witfa no salaried staff and no 
salaried leadersfaip, and no money was ever solicited, received, or expended for the 
Independence Caucus PAC up th]X)ugh tfae end of tfae last filing period, and our filings witfa tfae 
FEC are accurate and true. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Frank Anderson 
Co-founder, Tfae Independence Caucus 
Treasurer, Tfae Independence Caucus PAC 
793 Orcfaard Drive 
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062 

Signed and swom to before me tfais / ^ day j of October, 2010 

KAYLENE CASPER 
NOTmpuBuC'Smopmi 
COMMISSION* 574918 

COMM. EXP. 6-20-2012 (Response Page 9 of 9) 
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APPENDIX A 

Hard Copy of MUR #6375 Complaint; Beginning on Page 2 of 5 
Allegations numbered sequentially for reference purposes. 



Karen Emily Hyer 

In addition, although the Independence Caucus website indicates that they do not give money 
directly to candidates, they have announced fundraisers wherein the money will be given directly to 
candidates. See, i.e.. Independence Caucus Candidate Guide, pg. 2, at 
http.7ywww.icaucu5.org/media/2010Catalog/. 

FEC V10IATI0N5 BY THE INDEPENDENCE CAUCUS 

. — ^pon Information and belief, nearly two months after the filing deadline for the FEC July 15**̂  
2010 2"̂  quarter report, the Independence Caucus has failed tofile its 2"* Quarter report. See 
httD://auerv.nictusa.com/cgi-bln/feclmg/?C00461764. 

Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus was involved In helping candidates 
who were In contested primarv races, but failed to fiie any pre-orimarv FEC reports. 

:̂  Upon Information and belief. The Independence Caucus has a history of filing very late FEC 
ports. SeehttD://Querv.nictusa.com/cgi-bin/feclmg/?O00461764. 

Upon Information and belief. The Independence Caucus FEC reports: both the April 15**̂  20101' 
quarter report, as well as the 2009 End of Year Report; contain false intannation (see below). 

Upon Information and beiief, both the April 15̂ , 2010 report and the 2009 End of Year Report 
list all of their corftributions and expenditures as $0.00. See 
httD://Querv.nictusa.com/pdf/195/10030284195/10030284195.pdf»navpane5«0and 
http://Querv.nictusa.com/Ddf/188/10030284188/10030284188.DdfBnavpanessO. 

0 
Upon Information and belief, the independence Caucus has brought in donations (see 6e/ow). 

Upon Information and belief, in earfy 2010, Frank Anderson ofthe Independenoe Caucus 
o J boasted at least 12,000 Independence Caucus voting members nationwide. See 

http://www.wsradio.com/wsradlo-plaver.cfm/tvpe/wlndows/show/Washington-T1mes-lnside-the-Storv-
Radlo/segment/29863.html. 

6 
(j ] Upon Information and belief, Independenoe caucus members partidpate In endorsement votes, 

ut need not̂ ecessarlly contribute finandally, though they are encouraged to do so. see 
htto://www.icaucus.org/index.DhD?ODtionacom content&viewgarticle&idg92&itemid=159. 

6 J Upon information and belief, to be an Independence Caucus delegate, one must contribute 
ĵintmdalty, a minimum contribution of $40.00. Upon Information and belief, only DELEGATES may hold 
campaign leadership positions, act as Representathres of iCaucus, and partidpate in interview panels 
and the annual policy review. Ŝ e 
httD://www.icaucus.org/index.phD?ODtiongcom content&view=article8tids93&ltemidgS6. 

Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus currentiy boasts 46 endorsed FEDERAL 
^ndldates (more before the primaries), from 16 stetes (more before the primaries), each of whom. In 
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© 

sar 
Nl 

Nl 

addition te the endorsed state candidates, has an Independence Caucus campaign team assigned to him 
orher. SeehttD://www.Icaucus.org/index.DhD?optionacom content&view=article&idg89&ltemid=104. 

r-̂  Upon information and Isellef, the Independence Caucus currentiy has 11 or more national 
directors. See 
http://WWî .icaucus.org/lndex.php?option=com contect8tvlewacategorv&catid=94&ltemid=55. i-̂ , 

Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus currently has 38 or more Regional 
Directors. See 
http://www.icaucus.org/index.phD7optionscom contect&viewacategorv8tcatidg95&ltemidgl54. 

( ^ i y Upon information and lielief, the Independence Caucus also has state and district managers, in 
V _ additiorv to numerous campaign liaisons. See 

http://www.lcaucus.org/index.phD7oDtionacom content&vtew=artlcle8tlds89&ltemid=104. 

f H I J ^ UP°" information and Iselief, the Independence Caucus solicits donations from the general 
^ public as weH. See httD://www.icaucus.org/: 

http://www.icaucus.org/lndex.php?option=com content&v?ew=articie&ids216. 

Upon Infomnation and belief, the Independence Caucus has held fundraising events, where they 
have had a respedable tumout. See, iie., http://www.ourcaucus.com/fundralser.html. 

Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus has had expenditures (see betow). 

fcf \ ^ ^P°" information and laelief, Independenoe Caucus directors In their capacity with the 
) independence Caucus, have travelled nationwide for organizational trainings, fundraisers, and other 

events. See, f.ev http://www.redstete.com/nclndependence/2010/07/03/indeDendence-caucus-
founder-frani<-anderson-In-sc-nc-and̂ /; http-7/triangle.ncfreedom.us/2010/07/09/independence-
caucus-founder-franlc-anderson-to-vlsit-ralelgh-area/: http://www.reslstnet.com/events/lndeDendence-
caucus-railv-and-l:http7/www.facebooic.com/group.php?gid=S0S13176160. 

Upon infdrmation and belief. Independence Caucus has had expenditures for conventions, 
booths, signage, deliateSj fundraisers, etc. See 
http://www.reslstnet.com/group/marvlandreslstence/forum/tbplcs/icaucus-candidate-meet-and-
5?xg sourceaactivitv: http.7/www.ourcaucus.com/fiindraiser.html: 
http://www.eventbrite.com/event/460332868: http;//www.facebook.com/pages/lndependence-
Caucus-Southern-
Callfornia/267632555481#l/Dhoto.Dhp?Dlds57671S88Lid=267632S554818tref=fox album; 
htto://www.eacebook.com/pages/independence-Caucus-Southem-
Callfornia/267632555481#I/Dhoto.Dhp?Pid=6504307&id=267632S554818trefgfbx album; 
htto.7/www.voutube.com/watch?vg0DEmNlQQDi88tfeatureaplaver embedded: 
htto://tellvourneIghbor.com/icaucus/ic activi5t̂ oiunteer.html; 

Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus has an online store where they sell 
icaucus gear, which requires seed money. See httD://www.cafepress.com/icaucus. 
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Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus has engaged in an endeavor that they 
VV^a .^/ call a *blg stick tea party,* wherein they sponsor an IndivMually personalized Teabag and letter to send 

to Senator Barbara Boxer (D-CA), or any other incumbent (who is not endorsed by them) throughout the 
country, for $S or $15, an endeavor that also requires seed money. See 
http://www.ourcaucus.com/BigStlck.htmi. 

Upon information and belief, independence Caucus volunteers are spending their own rooney to 
mote the orsanization and help candidatê  without reporting anything, see, /.ev 

http;//www.reslstnet.com/grouD/newvorkpatriots/forum/topics/independence-caucus-
l?commentldg2600775%3AComment%3A2152636&grouPldg260Q775%3AGroup%3A40761. 

Upon Infonnation and belief, the Independence Caucus has distributed and used candidate 
at ens, even soid them on their website, wherelft thev ororecfte a federal or state candidate, but 

do not have anv disdalmers. and do not report them as Income, expenditures, or in-kind 
contributions. See Le., httD://malnfo.blogspot.com/2010/04/hottest-vard-slgns-l-caucus.htmi; 
httD://www.facebook.com/pages/independence-Caucus-Southem-
Canfornia/26763255S481?v=wall#l/photo.php?pld=5767158&id=267632555481&ref̂  album. 

Upon Information and beiief, the Independence Caucus has multiDtestatie-of4hfr-art websites, 
and alatee e-mall list, wherein tfaev support snedflc federai candidates, but thev do not use proper 
disdalmers on their websites or mass e-mails. See http://www.icaucus.org: 
http://www.ourcaucus.com; http7/www.lcaucus.us: http://www.icauciis.ning.com. 

Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus has heiped numerous federai 
candidates with their fiindraising efforts. See. I.e.. http7/www.facebook.com/pages/lndependence-
Caucus-Southem-Califomia/267632S55481?vgapp 2309869772. 

5(0 

upon information and belief, other tea oartv groups are working In tendem with and directing 
peonle to the Independence Caucus if thev want to help candidates directiv. because unlike them, the 
Independence Caucus Is a PAC See, i.e,, http://www.r1ghtmlchlgan.eom/storv/2010/8/25/18586/3793. 

4H ^ upon Information and belief, the Independence Caucus was founded by Frank Andersoî  Monte 
Bateman, and Ken Ivory. See 
httP://www.Icaucus.org/Index.DhD?opti'onacom content&vlew=article&ida92&itemid=159. 

13 J ^ ŷ pon informatton and belief. Ken Ivory Is now one of the stete endorsed candidates from Uteh, 
^ and Monte Bateman Is running a for-profit oreanhation called IPoliticom. wherein he gets paid te 

consult candidates, such as those endorsed hv the Independence Caucuŝ  and allows IPoliticom to art 
as a direct support svstem for the Independence Caucus, once anin without anv disdosure or 
reporting. (Itote that the Independence Caucus is Qot filed as a connected PAQ. See 
http://iPoliticom.com; httD://iDoiltIcom.com/?Dage ids24; http://ipoliticom.com/7page ld=102. 

Upon information and belief, the above allegations are just the tip of the Iceberg with respect to 
the Independence Caucus, as the documentation submitted In the appendix conteins Just a few 
examples of publicly available information. With such a widespread organization, in so many states, and 
with so much activity, there are likely many other examples of violattons. 
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CONCLUSION 

Upon Infonnation and belief, violations are Ilkely not Just limited to the Independence Caucus, 
but include many of the committees of candidates who heve been endorsed by and helped by the 
independence Caucus, as Ilkely, there has been a great deal of coordination. 

If the Independenoe Caucus has been so Irresponsible In following the law now, what Is to say 
that they were abiding by the law in 2008, as the group of key campaign volunteers with leadership 
roles In the Chaffetz campaign, who claim responsibility for Cdngressman Jason QiafFetz's 2008 
election? The Independence Caucus asserts that Congressman Jason Chaffetz (R-UT-3) is their mentor, 
saying that everything they know they learned from him. See 
http://www.icaucus.org/index.php7optiongcom content&viewiaartlcle&ldg46&ltemldg71. In 2009-
2010, the same people behind the Chaffetz campaign got heavily Invoh/ed In working forthe defeat of 
Senator Bob Bennett (R-UT). See http://www.meetUD.com/NOVA-912-Group/calendar/141S1618/. 

It is Imperative that the Federal Electton Commission seriouslv and Immediately review all of 
the endosed allegations of FEC violattons agaiwit The Independence Caucus, atone with the 
sunaorting documentation. The action̂  of the independence Caucus hawe a direct Impact on manv 
races tĥ ô B ô̂ * "f*^-

Respectfolly submitted. 

KarenrEmlly Hyer 

Signed and swom to before me this .day of 2010. 
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APPENDIX B 

^ Hard Copy of the only MUR #6375 complainant's Appendix 
attachments that do apply to actual PAC activity. 

This set of attachments refers to the first ever activity for the 
Independence Caucus PAC engaged in, which activity began in 
September, 2010, and which will be accurately reported 
in compliance with FEC rules within the 3"̂  quarter report filing 
which is due by October 15̂ ^ 2010. 
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